INTRODUCTION Let g be a semisimple finite-dimensional Lie algebra with triangular decomposition g = n-E) [ E) n+ . In [D], Deodhar discovered that Enright's completion functor (see [E1, E2]) is actually a subfunctor of an a-localization functor.
This latter functor is obtained by noncommutative localization with respect to the left denominator set Sa = {yl In E N} where ya is a nilpotent element in n-. Localization with respect to this set "intertwines" with tensoring by finite-dimensional g-modules. Below we find new examples of noncommutative localization which also intertwine with tensoring by finite-dimensional representations.
PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

Recall that an additive category 21 is a category satisfying the following three axioms:
(i) 21 has a zero object; (ii) any two objects in 21 have a product; and (iii) for all objects A, B E Ob 2 the set of morphisms Hom% (A, B) forms an abelian group such that the composition (2) g E Ob as a g-module under the adjoint action.
a-CATEGORIES AND a-FUNCTORS
For F E Ob, g-modules A and B ,and h E Hom9(A, B), let TF denote the tensor product functor on M. given by A i * F X A and h * IF X h. If n c g is a Lie subalgebra and e is a subcategory of Mn we shall use the symbol TF to denote the tensor product functor on e when no confusion is likely to arise. We call the category e an a-category if it is additive and TF carries e into itself for all F E Ob a. Now let a and b be two Lie subalgebras of g, and let 21 (resp. 9) be an additive subcategory of Ma (resp. Mb). Suppose further that both 2 and 9 are a-categories and z is a functor from 2 to 93. We call z an intertwining functor (or a-intertwining functor when more precision is necessary) if z is additive and there exists a natural equivalence, for each F E Ob j, iF: TF ? z ) TO 
Moreover, if a left ring of fractions exists then it is unique up to isomorphism (see [GW, Corollary 9.5])
. If X is a left denominator set then we let X-IR denote its unique ring of fractions. This (as is well known) can be constructed as follows: Define on X x R an equivalence relation where (x, r) (x', r') if there exists s E R and y E X such that yr = sr' and yx = sx'. The set of equivalence classes of X x R has an obvious ring structure which gives us X-IR. We let x \ r denote the equivalence class of (x, r) . Remark. Deodhar's proof is based on a straightforward sl(2, C) computation, and from the proof it is easy to see that this lemma is also true for z E U(g) so that Sa is a left Ore set, i.e., it satisfies (Da). It then follows from a result of Goldie (see [GW, However, the ej are linearly independent, so each U(xi) E Rdl. We clearly have a contradiction. This proves injectivity; thus q is an isomorphism. [BR] of an Ore subset of U(g) . Now it is straightforward to check that X satisfies condition 4.10(1). Thus we only need to see that localization with respect to X is not the same as localization with respect to Sa, = IXnIn E Zo} or
